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namely, Sautrantika.124  According to this school
there is an external world which is as much real as
Jndna itself. Although the objective world is inde-
pendent of Jndna, yet it is not cognised through direct
perception as it is the case with the Vaibhasika school.
The Sautrantikas hold that the existence of outside world
(bdhydrtha) which represents the Jneya side is inferred
from the various forms of Jndna which forms would
not have otherwise existed.125 In other words, the
Sautrantikas believe that Jndna assumes various forms
which lead us to infer the existence of an external world
corresponding to them.126

As regards the nature of and the relation between
Jnatd and Jnana it is the same as in the Vaibhasika
school. It has already been pointed out that both Jndna
mdJneya are momentary even according to the Sau-
trantikas. These show the realistic nature of the
Sautrantika school as well.

Although both the above mentioned Buddhist
schools hold almost similar views regarding certain
vital points, yet there are certain points of difference
which easily differentiate one school from the other.
Thus according to Vaibhasika, Jndna is formless, while
it has forms according to the other school; the former
believes in the direct perceptibility of the outside world
while the latter holds it entirely inferential. In other
words, it is clear from the above that the real difference
between the two schools, both of which are equally
realistic, consists in the attitude in which each looks at
the order of the external reality. The burden of empha-
sis appears to be shifting from the outer to the inner.
This is the explanation underlying the difference between
the two schools of Buddhism.

Emphasising the point of difference between the
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